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Center Missioa 



The Center on Organizatfon and Rcstrurturing of Schools will study how organizational 
features of schools can be changed to increase the inteUectual and social competence of students. 
The five-year program of research focuses on restructuring in four areas: the experieuces of 
students in school; the professional life of teachers; the governance, management and leadership 
of schools; and the cowdination of community resources to better serve educationally 
disadvantage! stiulents. 

Through syntheses of previous research, analyses of exiting data, and new empirical 
studies of education reform, the Center will focus on six CTitical issues few dcmentaiy, middle and 
high schools: How can schooling nurture authentic forms of stuctent »:faievement? How can 
schooling enhance educational equity? How can decentralization and local empowerment be 
constructively developed? How can schooU be transformed into communities of leammg? How 
can change be approached through thoughtful dialogue and support rather than coercion and 
regulation? How can the focus on student outcomes be shaped to serve these five principles? 
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targeted to special audiences wiU be offered yearly, and this bibliography will be updated each 
year Occasional papers wiU be avaUable at cost To be placed on the mailing list, please contact 
Karen Prager, Dissemination Coordinator, Center on Organization and Restructurwg of Schools, 
University of Wisconsin, 1025 W. Johnson Street, Madison, WI 53706. Telephone: (608) 263- 
7575. 
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BIBUOGRAPIIY ON SCHOOL RESTRUCTURING 



I. GENERAL REFERENCES ON SaiOOL RESTRUCTURING 

A. PROPOSALS FOR SCHOOL REFORM 

BIythe, T., & Gardner, H. (1990). A school for all intelligences. EducatUmal Leadenhip, 47(T), 
33-36. 

Carnegie Council on Adolescent Development (1989). Turning points: Preparing American 
youth for the 21st century. Report of the Carnegie Task Force on the Education of 
Young Adolescents. New York: Author. 

Comer, J. (1988). Educating poor minority children. Scientific American, 259{5), 42-4a 

Chubb, J. & Moe, T. M. (1990). Politics, markets, iSi America's schools. Washington, DC: 
Brookings Institution. 

Council of Oiief Sute School Officers. (19^ ,. Success for all in a new century. Washington, 
DC Author. 

Elmore, R. F., & Associates. (1990). Restructuring schools: The next generation of educational 
refcmn. San Francisco: Josscy-Bass. 

Finn, CE, Jr. (1991). We must take char^: Our schools and our future. New York: Free 
Press. 

Hopfenberg, W. S., Levin, H. M, Meister, G. & Rogers,!. (1990). Toward's accelerated middle 
schools f(^ at-risk youth. Stanford, CA: Stanford University, Accelerated School Project 

Keams, D. T., & Doyle, D. P. (1989). Winrut^ the Imin race: A bold plan to make our schools 
competitive. San Francisco: Institute for Competitive Studies. 

Lewis, A. (1989). Restmcturing America's schools. Arlington, VA: American Association of 
School Administrators. 

Licbcrman, A., & Miller, 1* (1990). Restructuring schools: What matters and what works. Phi 
Delia Kappan, 71(10), 759-764. 

Murphy, J. (1991). Restructuring schools: Capturing and assessing the phenomena. Nashville, 
TN: Vandcrbilt Un^ersity, National Center for Educational Leadership. 

National Commission on Excellence in Education. (1983). A nation at risk, Washington, DC: 
U.S. Government Printing Office. 
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National Governors' Association. (1989). From rhetcmc to action: State progress in 
restmcturing the educatitm s^em. Washington, DO AuUkx. 

Ncwmann, F. M. (1^8). Can depth replace coverage in the high school curriculum? Phi Delta 
Kaj^an, 69{5\ 345-348. 

Oakes, J., & Lipton, M. (1990). Making the best of scfwols: A handbot^ for parents^ teachers, 
and poUcymakers. New Haven, CI: Yale University Press. 

Ol^eil, J. (1990). Piecing together the restructuring puzzle. Educational Leadenhip, 47(1), 
4-ia 

Quality Education Ux Minorities Proj^ (1990). Education that wi»ks: An actitm plan for 
the educatUm of nwumties. Cambridge, MA: Author, Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology. 

Resnick, L, B. (1987). Learning in school and out Educational Researcher, 16(9), 13-20. 

Schlechty, P. C (1990). Schools for the 21st century: Leadership imperatives for educational 
reform. San Francisco: J(»sey-Bass. 

Shanker, A., & Rosenberg, B. (1991, Winter). Politics, markets and America's schools: The 
fallacies of private school choice. Washington, DC: American Federation of Teachers. 

Shanker, A. (1990). The end of the traditional model of K:hooling~»3d a proposal for using 
incentives to restructure cur public schools. Phi Delia Kappan, 71(5), 344-357. 

Sizer, T. R. (19S>2). Horace's School Redesigning the American high school Boston: 
Houghton MifHin. 



B. HOW SCHOOLS WORK 

Barr, R., & Dreeben, R, (1983). How schools work. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Bidwcll, C E. (1965). The school as a formal organization. In J. G. March (Ed.), Handbook of 
organizations (pp. 972-1023). Chicago: Rand McNally. 

Bliss, J. R., Ftfcstone, W. A., & Richards, C E (1991). Rethinking effective schools: Research 
and practice. Englcwood Qifis, NJ: Prentice-HalL 

Brandt, R. (Ed.). (1991). Restructuring schools: What's really happening? Educational 
Leadership, 48{S). [Entire issue]. 

Clune, W. H., & Witte, J. F. (Eds.). (1990). Choice and control in American education: Vol L 
The theory of choice arid control in American educati<m. Philadelphia: Falmer Vtcss, 



Clune, W. H., & Wiite, J. F. (Eds.). (1990). Choice ami control in American education: Vol. 2. 
The practice of choice, decentralization and school restructuring. Philadelphia: Falmer 
Press. 

Coleman, J. S., & Hoffer, T. (1987). PuNic and private hi^ schools: Vie impact of communities. 
New York: Basic Books. 

Corcoran. T. B., & Wilson, B. L (1986). ITie search far successful secondary schools: The first 
three years of the secondary school recoffution {program. Philadelphia: Research for 
Better Schools. 

Cusick. P. A. (19a'?). The egalitarian ideal and the American high school: Studies of three 
schools. New York: Longman. 

Goodlad, J. I. {\9$4). A place called school: Prospects for the future. New York: McGraw-Hill. 

McNeil. L (1986). Contradictions of control- School structure and school knowledge. New York: 
Routledge & Kegan Paul. 

Mciz, M. H. (1978). Classrooms and conidors: The crisis of authority in desegregated secondary 
schools. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. 

Metz, M. H. (1986). Different by design: The context and character of three magnet schools. New 
York: Routledge & Kegan Paul. 

Meyer. J. W., & Rowan, B. (1983). The structure of educational organizations. In J. W. 

Meyer, & W. R. Scott (Eds.), Organizational environments: Ritual and rationality (pp. 71- 
97). Bcverfy Hills, CA: Sage Publications. 

Powell, A. G., Farrar, E., & Cohen, D. K. (1985). The shopping mail high school: Winners and 
losers in Uie educational marketplace. Bcston: Houghton Mifflin. 

Ratzki, A, & Fisher, A (1989/90). Life in a restructured school Educational Leadership, 
47(4), 46-51. 

Rutier. M., Maughan. B., Mortimore, P., & Ouston, J. (1979). Fifteen thousand hours: Secondary 
schools and their effects on children. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 

Sizer. T. R. (1984). Horace's Compromise: The dilemma of the American high school. Boston: 
Houghton Mifflin. 

C. THE CHANGE PROCESS 

Barth, R-S. (1990). Improving scfuwb from within: Teachers, parents, and principab can make 
the difference. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass. 
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Berman, P., & McLaughlin, M. W. (1978). Federal programs suppoftw^ educatioft change, Vol, 
Iff: Implemeruing and sustaining innovatitms. Santa Monica, CA: Rand. 

Conley. D. (1991). Restructuring scho<^: £ducat(Ms adafH to a changing wc^. Eugene, OR: 
University of Oregon, ERIC Clearinghouse on Educational Management. 

Crandall. D. P., Eiseman, J. W.. & Louis, K. S. (1986). Strategic planning issues that bear on the 
success of sch(K)l improveraeni efforts. Educaticmal Administration Quarterly. 22(3), il-53. 

Cuban, L. (1990). Reforming again, again, and again. Educational Researcher, 79(1), 3-13. 

David. J. L, Purkcy, S., & White, P. A. (1^). Restructuring in pro^ss: Lessons from 

pioneering districts. Washington, DC: National Governors* Association and UnivetTiif:' of 
Wisconsin-Madison, Center for Policy Research in Education. 

David, J., Cohen, M., Honetschalager, D., & Traiman, S. (1990). State actions to restructure 
schools: First steps. Washington. DC: National Governors' Association. 

Elmore, R. F., & McLaughlin, M. W. (1988). Steady work: Folicy, practice, and the reform of 
American ^hication. Santa Monica, CA: Rand 

Ford Foundation. (1972). A Foundation goes to scho(A. New York: Author. 

Fuhrman, S. H., & Malen, B. (Eds.). (1991). The p(^itics of curriculum and testing. Philadelphia: 
Falmer Press. 

Fullan. M. G. ( . 982). The meaning of educational change. New York: Teachers College Press. 

Fullan, M. G. (1991). The new meaning of educational char^ {2nd cd.). New York: Teachers 
College Press. 

Glickman, C. D. (1990). Pushing school reform to a new edge: The seven ironies of school 
empowerment. Phi Delta Kapjxin, 72(1), 68-75. 

Hall. G., & Hord, S. M. (1987). Change in schools: Facilitating the process. Albany, NY: Slate 
University of New York. 

Hubcrman, A. M., & Mil«, M. B. (1^). Innovation up close: How school improvement works. 
New York: Plenum. 

Kylcs, R. M. J. & White, E H., teaching fc^ excellence: An effective schools sourcebook. 
Washington DC: National Institute of Education. 

LieKerman, A. (Ed.). (1^). Rethinking school improvement: Research, craft, and concept. 
New York: Teachers College Press. 
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Louis, K S., & Miles, M. B. (1990). Imf^ing the urban hi^ school: What works and why. 
New York: Teadieis College Press* 

National Governoxs' Association. (1989). From rhetoric to actum: State progress in restntcturing 
the education syaem, Washington, DC: Author. 

Popkewitz, T. S., Tabachnick, B. R., & Wchlagc, G. (1982). The myth of educational reform: A 
smdy of school req)onses to a jm>gram of change. Madison: University of \S^sconsin 
Press. 

Sarason, S. B. {1982), The culture of the school atut the problem of change, 2nd edition. Boston: 
Allyn and Bacon, Inc. 

Sarason, S. B. (1990). The j^edictable failure of educational refam: Can we change course 
ifefore it's too late! San Frandsco: Jossey-Bass. 

lunar, T. B., & Kirp, D. L. (1^). Managmg educational excellence. Philadelphia: Palmer 
Press. 

lyack, D. (1974). The one best system. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 

Wise, A. E. (1979), Legislated learning: Vie bureaucratization of the American classroom. 
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. 
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U. STUDENT EXPERIENCE 

A. CURRICULAR A>rD INSTOUCnONAL REFORM 

American Association for the Advancement of Science. (1989). Science far aUAmmcans: A 
project 2061 T€p<^ on Utency gcmls in science, mathematics^ and techne^ogy. Washington, 
DO Author. 

Applebee, A. N. (1991). Literature instruction in American schoois, Albany: National Research 
Center on literature Teaching & Literature. 

i^plebee, A. N. (1989). The teaching of Uterature in pvffams with reputations for exceUence in 

En^ish (Tech. Rep. No. 1.1). Albany: Univ»sity at Albany, State University of New York; 
Center for the Learning and Teaching of Literature. 

Curriculum Task Force of the National Commission on Social Studies in the Schools. (1989). 
Charting a CMtrse: Social studies for the 21st century. Washington* DC: Author. 

Gardner, H. (1%3). Frames of mind: The theory of multiple intelligences. New York: Basic 
Books. 

Johnson, D. W., & Johnson, R. T. (1975). Learning togetha- and alone: Coopemtion, ctmipetitwn 
and individualizatim. EnglewocKi Clifls, NJ: Prentice-Hall 

Langcr, J. A., &, Appld>ee, A. N. (1^7). How writirig shapes thinking: A study of teaching and 
learmng (Research Report No. 22). Urbana, IL: National Council of Teachers of English. 

Mathematical Sciences Education Board. (1990). Reshaping school mathematics. Washington, 
DC: National Academy Press. 

Mumane, R. J., & Raizen, S. A. (Eds.). (1988). Improving indicators of the quality of science and 
mathematics education in grades K-12. Washington^ DC: National Academy Press. 

National Center for Improving Science Education. (1991). The hi^ stakes of hi^ school science. 
Andovcr, MA: The Network, Inc. 

National Council of Teachers of Mathematics. (1989). Curriculum and evaluation standards 
f&r school mathematics. Reston, VA: Author. 

National Council of Teachers of Mathematics. (1991). Professional standards for teaching 
mathematics. Reston, VA: Author. 

Ncwmann, F. M. (1991). Linking restiucturing to authentic student achievement. Phi Delta 
Kappan, 72{6% 458-463. 
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Noddings, N. (1988). An ethic of caring and its implications for instructional arrangen^ents. 
American Journal of Education, 96{2), 215-231. 

Nystrand, M., & Gamoran, A (1991). Student engagement: When recitation becomes 

conversation. In H. Waxman & H. Walberg (Eds.), Contemp<miry Ksearch on teaching 
(pp. 257-276). Berkeley: McCutchan. 

t 

Oakes. J., Gamoran, A., & Page, R. N. (in press). Curriculum differentiation: Opportunities, 
outcomes, and meanings. In P. W. Jackson (Ed.), Handbook of Research on Curricuhim 
Washington, DC: American Educational Research Association. 

Rcsnick, L. B. (1987). Learning in school and out. Educational Researcher, /d(9), 13-20. 

Sharan, S., Kusell, P., Hertz-Lazarowtiz, R., Berjarano, Y., Raviv, S., & Sharan. Y. (1984). 
Cooperative learning in the classroom: Research in dese^gated schools. Hillside. NJ: 
Lawrence Erlbaum. 

Smith, M. S., O'Day, J., & Cohen, D. K, (1990). National curriculum American st- ie: Can it be 
done? What might it look like? American Educator, 14(4), pp. 10-17, 40-41 

Slavin, R. E (1983). Cooperative learning. New York: Longman. 



B. METHODS OF GROUPING STUDENTS 

(includes ability grouping, tracking, non-graded programs, task grouping) 

Brophy, J.. & Good, T. F. (1986). Teacher behavior and student achievement. In M. C. 

Wittrock (Ed.), Handbook of research on teaching (3rd ed.) (pp. 328-375). New York: 
Macmillan. 

DiPardo. A, & Freedman, S. (1988). Peer response groups in the writing classroom: Theoretic 
foundations and new directions. Review of Educational Research, 58{2), 119-149. 

Gamoran. A (1987). The stratification of high school learning opportunities. Sociology of 
Educati(m, 60(3), 135-155. 

Gamoran, A, & Berends, M (1987). The effects of stratification in secondary schools: Synthesis 
of survey and ethnographic research. Review of Educational Research, 57(4), 415-435. 

Kerckhoff, A C. (1986). Effects of ability grouping in British secondary schools. American 
Sociological Review, 5/(6), 842-858. 

KJIgorc. S. B. (1991). The organizational context of tracking in schools. American Sociological 
Review, 56, 189-203. 

Lee, V.E., & Bryk, A S. (1988). Curriculum tracking as mediating the social distribution of high 
school achievement. SocioloQ' of Education, 61(2), 78-94. 
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Murphy, J,, & Hallinger, P, (1^). Equity as aasss to learning: Curricular and instructional 
treatment differences. Journal of CurricuJym Studies, 2i(2), 129-149* 

Natriello, G.« Pallas, A. Mm & Alexander, K. (1989). On the right track? Curriculum and 
academic achievement. Sociology of Education, 62(2): 109*118. 

Oakcs, J. (1985). Keeping track: How sclwols structure inequality. New Haven, CT: Yale 
University Press, 

Page, R. N. (1991). Lower track classroofr^: A circular and cultural persr^ctive. New York: 
Teachers College Press, 

Page, R. N., & Valli, L (Eds,), (1990), Curriculum differentiation: Interpretive studies in V. 5. 
secondary schools. Albany, NY: SUNY. 

Rosenbaum, J, E. (1976), Making inequality: The hidden curriculum of high school tracking. 
New York: John Wiley & Sons. 

Slavin, R, E, (1987), Ability grouping and achievement in elementary schools: A best-evir' : ice 
synihcsis. Review of Educational Research, 57(3), 293-336, 

Slavin, R. E« (1990), Achievement eflects of ability grouping in secondary schools: A best- 
evidence synthesis. Review of Educatiorml Research, (^(3), 471-499. 

Sorensen, A {\9S1). The organizational diflerentiation of stuctents in schools as an opportunity 
structure, in M.T, Hallinan (Ed,), The social conization of schools (pp. 103429). New 
York: Plenum Press. 

Sorensen, A B„ Sl Hallinan, M, T. (1986). Effects of ability grouping on growth in academic 
achievement. American Educational Research J(mmal, 2J(4), 519-542. 



C, STUDENT ENGAGEMENT 

Csikszcnimihalyi, M„ & Larson, R. (1^). Being adolescent: Conflict and growth in the teenage 
years. New York: Basic Books. 

Eckert, P. (1989). Jocks arui burrwuts: ScK:ial categories and identity in the high school New 
York: Teachers College Press. 

Elkind, D, (1^9), Developmentally appropriate practice: Philosophical and practical 
implications. Phi Delta Kappan, 7/(2), 30-33. 

Farrell, E. ( 1990), Hanging in and dropping out: Voices of at-risk high school students. New 
York: Teachers College Press. 
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Newmann, F. M. (1981). Reducing student alienation in high schools: Implications of theory. 
Harvard Educatitmat Review, 57(4), 546-564. 

Newmann, F. M. (in press). Student engagement and achievement in American secondary schools. 
New York: Teachers College Press. 

Newmann, F. M. (1^). StudLnt engagement and high school reform. Educational Leadership, 
46{S), 34-36. 

Nysirand, M., & Gamoran, A (1991). Instructional discourse, student engagement, and literature 
achievement. Research in the Teaching of English, 25(3), 261-290. 

Powell, A. G., Farrar, & Cohen, D. K. (1985). The shopfmg mall high school: Winners and 
losers in the educational marketplace. Boston: Houghton Mifflin. 

Sedlak, M. W., Wheeler, C W., Pullin, D. C, & Cusick, P. A. (1986). SeUing students short: 
Classroom bargains and academic reform in the American high school. New York: 
Teachers College Press. 

Stipek, D. (1986). Children's motivation to learn. In T. M. Tomlinson & H. J. Walberg (Eds.), 
Academic work and educational excellence (pp. 197-221). Berkeley, CA: McCutchan. 



D. ALTERNATIVE ASSESSMENT 

Applebee, A N., Langer, J. A, & Mullis, L V. S. (1^). Understanding direct writing 
assessments. Princeton, NJ: Educational Testing Service. 
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academic achievement in the secondary school. R^ton, VA National Association of 
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(1992). Toward a new science of educational testing and assessment. Abany, NY: SUNY. 
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Naiional Council of Teachers of Mathematics. (1989). Curriculum and evaluation standards for 
school mathematics. Reston, VA Author. 
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